
IN THE DISTRICT COURT 0F THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 0F THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF FREMONT

STATE 0F IDAHO, )’

y ) CASE NO. CR 22-20355
Piamtiff, i)

_
3:

vs.
)

)CHAD GUY DAYBELL
)

)

)

Defendant.

STATE OF IDAHO,
)

)

?laintiffi ) CASE N0. CR 22420-838

)
vs.

)

. . 3

LORINORENEDAYBELL
)

)

)Defm )

ORDER T0 CLOSE HEARING

On December E6, 2029 theState filed a Motion for Sudicial Protective Order, and requested

an expedited hearing. Having considereé the Motion, the Court determines that the axpedited

hearing will necessarily relate to matters subject to the Court’s Order to Seai oftoday’s data The

State has requested that the hearing be a closed proceeding.

Afier dim consicieration of the» factors set forth in .I.C.A.R. 32, anti in consideration that a

iikelihood exists that the State may be prejudiced by discusgion 0f or dissemination ofinformation

already sealed, the Court determines that the hearing wiii be ciosed. The closure of the hearing
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for thfs limited ptnpose is no broader. ihannecessary to protect the Stack interest in prevenfing

disciosure of potentiafly prejudicial infomation, and the scope of the hearing shall be limited to

the Stats’s mquest for a protective: order. Finaiiy, the Court detennines that there are no other

remnabie altmativas to ciusingthe pre‘ceeding“

The Ccurt therefore fimis good cause far the expwted hearing macs: to be granted, and

the State’s Motion for Judicial Protective Order shah be heard on Friday, December 3.8 at 10:09

3.111., by remote hearing. It is further ordered that the Hearing is CLOSED“

Dazed tins j Mm 43f December,2020.

istrict Judge

ORDER. TO CLOSEHEWG - page 2 of2


